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Research	  Problem	  

•  Public	  doesn’t	  always	  acknowledge	  role	  of	  fire	  
in	  forest	  and	  fuel	  treatments	  reduce	  fire	  
hazard	  

•  Fire	  prevenKon/fuel	  treatments	  do	  not	  always	  
consider	  the	  full	  range	  of	  values	  associated	  
with	  forest	  and	  the	  WUI	  



Research	  QuesKons	  

1)  What	  are	  the	  values	  associated	  with	  WUI	  and	  fuel	  
treatments	  that	  reflect	  biophysical	  differences	  across	  
regions	  of	  the	  naKon?	  

2)  What	  are	  the	  values	  associated	  with	  WUI	  and	  fuel	  
treatments	  reflect	  sociodemographic	  differences	  
among	  residents	  of	  the	  naKon’s	  different	  regions?	  

3)  What	  are	  the	  values	  associated	  with	  WUI	  and	  fuel	  
treatments	  reflect	  sociocultural	  differences	  among	  
residents	  of	  these	  regions?	  

4)  Does	  public	  acceptance	  of	  fuel	  reducKon	  treatments	  
relate	  to	  percepKons	  of	  wildfire	  risk	  and	  fire	  history?	  



Study	  Framing	  Dimensions	  

•  Biophysical	  	  
•  Sociodemographic	  
•  Sociocultural	  

Risk	  PercepKons	  and	  the	  Historical	  Context	  	  
	  



Sites	  

Selec+on	  Criteria	  
1.  WUI	  

classificaKon	  
2.  Fire	  prone	  

(USDA-‐USDI	  
2000)	  

3.  VariaKon	  in	  
social	  &	  
landscape	  
characterisKcs	  



Sites	  



Key	  Informants	  
Number	  of	  KIs 

Type 
New	  

Mexico Georgia Minnesota Oregon 

Government	  (Federal,	  State,	  Local) 
13 23 16 28 

Business 5 4 6 4 
Minority	  group 2 2 3 
Environmentalist 4 3 4 
Media 2 2 3 2 
Landowners 4 
Forest	  Industry 1 3 3 2 
Ci+zen	  Ac+vists 2 1 
Religious	  Leaders 2 1 1 2 
TOTAL 35 33 35 45 



Findings:	  Biophysical	  
Themes:	  (1)	  water	  availability;	  (2)	  proximity	  to	  fuels;	  (3)	  fire	  as	  
part	  of	  a	  natural	  system.	  
	  
	  
The	  snow	  pack	  is	  no	  good	  -‐	  it	  doesn’t	  hit	  the	  ground	  because	  
the	  trees	  are	  too	  thick.	  We’re	  not	  geYng	  runoff	  like	  before,	  
so	  it’s	  too	  dry.	  MPB	  is	  threatening	  stands	  in	  NM…There	  is	  
too	  much	  fuel	  loading	  and	  fire	  suppression.	  (New	  Mexico)	  
	  
(The)	  difference	  between	  a	  planted	  forest	  and	  natural	  is	  not	  
much…Controlled	  burning	  is	  insurance	  against	  wildfire	  –	  fire	  
is	  our	  best	  friend	  (Georgia)	  
	  	  



Findings:	  Sociodemographic	  

Themes:	  (1)	  populaKon	  change;	  (2)	  economic	  shids.	  
	  
	  
The	  term	  local	  …	  is	  a	  misnomer	  because	  of	  the	  vast	  growth	  
that	  this	  area	  has	  experienced”	  and	  “It	  is	  hard	  to	  do	  things	  
when	  people	  are	  not	  the	  same.	  (Oregon)	  
	  
It	  is	  not	  that	  [permanent	  residents]	  support	  [mining],	  but	  
that	  they	  want	  to	  see	  it	  be	  done	  to	  support	  the	  economy	  
and	  their	  livelihoods.	  (Minnesota)	  



Findings:	  Sociocultural	  

Themes:	  (1)	  natural	  resources	  values;	  (2)	  trust	  in	  government;	  
(3)	  community	  parKcipaKon.	  
	  
	  
Whose	  town	  is	  it	  anyway?	  (New	  Mexico)	  
	  
The	  pendulum	  that	  swings	  back	  and	  forth	  all	  the	  +me	  –	  too	  
aggressive	  logging	  the	  forests	  and	  now	  too	  aggressive	  
burning	  them	  down	  –	  s+ll	  sor+ng	  out	  how	  to	  balance	  this	  
out.	  (Oregon)	  



Findings:	  Risk	  PercepKons	  

Themes:	  (1)	  wildfire	  concern;	  (2)	  smoke	  
	  
	  
We	  were	  raised	  with	  that	  awareness.	  We	  know	  to	  be	  careful	  
as	  individuals.	  (Minnesota)	  
	  
Fires	  in	  Colorado:	  we	  see	  and	  hear	  about	  (them)	  but	  that’s	  
just	  another	  news	  story	  un+l	  you	  smell	  and	  see	  the	  smoke	  in	  
your	  neighborhood	  and	  communi+es.	  (Georgia)	  



Conclusions	  

•  Public’s	  sophisKcated	  understanding	  of	  fire’s	  
role	  in	  forest	  ecosystems	  

•  SpaKal	  variance	  in	  fire	  risk	  percepKons	  
•  ConnecKon	  between	  fire	  and	  other	  forest	  
hazards	  

•  Dominant	  sociocultural	  context	  	  
•  Leadership	  


